Editorial
whether it is 'scientific fact' that human activity is causing the warming via carbon dioxide production. Witness recent effusions from Michael Crichton in the US, or the botanist and television personality David Bellamy in the UK -both very well known figures, who continue to argue against the view that global warming is a human-induced phenomenon we can and should do something about.
In both cases, however, there is a clear and strong scientific consensus: the overwhelming scientific evidence is that the triple MMR vaccine does not cause autism; and the vast majority of climatologists and ecologists are convinced that we are promoting global warming and need to take immediate action by reducing carbon dioxide production worldwide.
These things are known within the respective scientific and medical communities, so why the problem in persuading the public? Part of the problem lies in the indiscriminate way the general media talk about 'experts'. As we all know, a doctorate or professorship is not a guarantee of good sense. Even a Nobel prize can be (particularly) misleading; just consider the controversy over HIV and AIDS, where Kary Mullis, who won a Nobel prize for inventing PCR, weighed in on the side of those who argued -against a huge body of evidence -that HIV is not the cause of AIDS.
The media has a great responsibility here -their actions can have huge influence on public behaviour, with potentially great consequences. They need to bear these potential consequences in mind, and to find ways to distinguish among 'experts' and convey the distinctions clearly in their communications. All too frequently they are too agnostic about the relative merits of their sources -in the UK at least they even have an alarming predilection for making heroes of 'mavericks' and villains of the scientific establishment, parodied as some kind of conservative mafia. This is not only unfounded but dangerous. We shall try to do what we can to counter this unfortunate tendency, and the UK's Royal Society is making great efforts in this direction (see http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/ sci/tech/4553077.stm for example), but the onus of responsibility lies with journalist and their editors in the general media.
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